THE 


HOPEKINSIAN MAGAZINE 


VOL. 


SERMON. 


Exopus vii. 2, 13, and viii. 15, 
32.—And I uill harden Phara- 
oh’s heart—an1 He hardened Pha- 
raoh’s heart, that he hearkened not 
unto them—But when Pharaoh 
saw that there was respite, he har- 
dened his heart, and hearkened not 
unto them ; a; th l had said— 
And Pharaoh nardeued his heart 
at this time also, neither would he 
let the people go. 

(Concluded frem page 542.) 
IMPROVEMENT. 

1. If hardness of heart consists 
in selfishness, we may hence infer, 
that many have entertained very 
erroneous ideas upon this subject. 

Seme have supposed, that hard- 
ness of heart consists in a dormant 
prénciple or taste, which is antece- 
dent to all voluntary sinful exerci- 
ses: whereas, we have seen that 
hardness of heart consists in free, 
voluntary, sinful exercises them- 
selves, Such a principle or taste, 
which is altogether involuntary, 
and the source of voluntary exer- 
cise, is What no one ever perceiv- 
ed, either in himself, or others. 
lt is what the scriptures never men- 
tion; and of which no man can 
have the least evidence. Besides, 
if hardness of heart consisted in 
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such a principle or taste, which is 
involuntary, and over which the 
will has no power; it must follow, 
that sinners can never, in any 
sense, harden their own hearts. 
And then our text would not be 
true, which asserts, that Pharaoh 
did harden his.—It must also fol- 
low, that, when God hardens a sin- 
ner’s heart, the sinner is laid un- 
der a natural necessity of having a 
hard heart—is compelled to be 
hard-hearted ; for his hardness of 
heart is produced in him and takes 

lace before he has any exercise 
of will about it, or even knows it. 
Who, then, is to blame for his hav- 
ing a hard heart? 

Again: Some have considered 
hardness of heart as peculiar to 
great sinners, the most vicious and 
abandoned. But, this is quite a 
mistake. For, if hardness of heart 
consists in sinful, selfish exercises, 
as it evidently does and must ; 
then it is common to all sinners. 
All sinners, whether great or small, 
vicious or moral, have voluntary, 
selfish exercises. Once more. 
Some suppose, that the hearts of 
sinners are hardened only at par- 
ticular times when they are pecul- 
iarly given over to a reprobate 
mind, to work iniquity with gree- 
diness. But, as hardaess of heart 
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consasts in free, voluntary, selfish 
exercises ; so the heart of sinners 
must ever be hard, when they are 
destitute of true 
holy love. 
case. 


benevolence or 
And this is a/ways the 
Impenitent sinners never 
have the love of God in them, nev- 
er love their 
themselves ; 


fellow-creatures as 
they are always lov- 
ers of their own selves, and seek 
their own things exclusively. They 
are, therefore, always hard hearted. 
God constantly hardens the heart 
of every impenitent sinner; and 
every impenitent sinner constantly 
hardens his own heart. 

2. Is it true that whenever the 
hearts of sinners are hard, God 
hardens them ? It follow-, that he 
governs the moral, as well as the 
natural world. There are but 
few, in a land of light, who deny 
God’s government of the natural 
world. All grant, that he causes 
the sun to rise and set, the show- 
ers to descend, the winds to blow, 
and the earth to yield her increase 


of grass for cattle, and herb for 
man. All admit, that he gives and 


takes away, wounds and heals, 
kills and makes alive ; that he cau- 
ses all the natural good and evil in 
the world. But, while the govern- 
ment of God, in the natural world, 
is thus generally acknowledged ; 
his government, in the moral world, 
is called in question by many. 
Some maintain, that he cannot in- 
fluence, move, or turn the hearts 
of either saints or sinners, without 
destroying their free, moral agen- 
cy. Hence they hold, that all men 
have a .self-detcrmining ,power of 
will, and move themselves in all 
their mental exercises.. Others, 
who perceive that the notion of 
such a self-determining power, is 
both absurd and unscriptural, nev- 
ertheless maintain, that God gov- 
erms the hearts of saints only ; that 
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he never exerts his agency in pro 
ducing exercises in the hearts o 
sinners ; that he only lays restraint 
upon them, or takes off restraint 
from them; and that he canno! 
turn or move their hearts, without 
being the blameable author of their 
sins. 

But, if has 
in voluntar: 
God always 


ss of heart consists 

lish exercises, and 
ys hardens the hearts of 
sinners, when they are hard ; it is 
obvious that he governs the moral 
world, as effectually and entirely 
as he does the natural world. He 
is the potter ; and all men are the 
clay in his hand. He forms the 
light and creates darkness; He 
makes peace and creates evil. He 
puts it into the hearts of all men to 
fulfil his will. He works in saints 
to will and to do of his good pleas 
ure; and causes the wrath of sin- 
ners to praise him, and restraing 
the remainder. 

3. Does God harden the hearts 
of sinners, as well as soften the 
hearts of saints? Then there is 
not the least difficulty in suppos- 
ing, that he decreed all events 
from eternity. Those who dis 
card God’s government of — the 
moral world, are consistent with 
themselves in denying, that he de 
creed the free actions of men, ei- 
ther good or bad; for it is impos- 
sible to conceive how God could 
decree, or even foreknow those 
eveuts, if there were any such, 
which take place independently ot 
his agency. If any events «are 
properly speaking contingent ; it 
is impossible, that they should have 
been either foreseen, or foredeter- 
mined. If those, therefore, who 
deny that God causes sinful exer- 
cises in the hearts of sinners, would 
be consistent with themselves, they 
must deny that God either fore- 
knew or decreed the sins of men 
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But since, as has been shown, 
God hardens the hearts of all im- 
penitent sinners; it follows, of 
course, that he decreed all their 
sinful conduct; for his decrees 
must extend as far as his agency: 

He worketh all things after the 
counsel of his own will; and 
known unto him were al! his works 
from the beginning.’ Lence, 

4. It follows, that the doctrine 
of reprobation is true. God har- 
dens the hearts of all impenitent 
sinners. And he continues to 
harden the hearts of some of them, 
even of whom he will, till their 
day of grace Is gone, and the y die 
in their sins. But, all he does in 
time, he determined to do, in eter- 
nity. He, then, determined, for 
wise reasons, in eternity, to har- 
den the hearts of some impenitent 
sinners, endure them with much 
long-suffering, and fit them for de- 
struction. He made them for the 
day of evil—made them with a de- 
sign to glorify his justice in their 
everlasting punishment. And this 
is precisely whatis to be under- 
stood by the doctrine of reproba- 
uon. 

5. Do sinners always harden 
their own hearts, whenever God 
hardens them! It follows, that 
they are never under any natural 
necessity of sinning. ‘The agency 
of God upon their hearts, does not 
constrain or compel them to sin 
against their wills; but causes 
them to sin voluntarily, or of free 
choice. While God Sis their 
hearts, they always harden their 
own hearis ; or, in other words, 
when /fe works in them to wil 
and do, they willand do. Thus 
did Pharaoh : When God hardened 
his heart, he refused to let the chil- 
dren of Israel go; he would not let 
them go. Thus did Sihon, king 
of Heshbon: When the Lord Ged 
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hardened his spirit and made his 
heart obstinate ; he would not let 
the Israelites pass by him. Thus 
did the Canaanites generally; 
when God turned their hearts to 
hate his people, to deal subtilly 
with his servant. And thus do all 
sinners, whose hearts the Lord har- 
dens. They sin of choice; and 
not of contpulsion. They sin, be- 
cause they will sin; and not be- 
cause they are urtder a natural ne- 
cessity Of sinning. They could 
feel and act right, if they would. 
They act as freely as siints do in 
keeping the commandments ot 
God ; or, as angels in keeping their 
first estate. 

It follows from what has been 


said, that sinners are wholly to 
blame for all their hardness of 


heart. It is true, God hardens 
their hearts. He determined, 
when he made them, what thet: 
characters and actions should be, 
during the whole course of their 
lives; and he carries. his wise and 
holy determinations into effect, by 
his own hand. He puts it into the 
hearts of sinners to fulfil his will. 
He produces all their sinful, selfish 
exercises by his own agency. 
But, nevertheless, they have no 
reason to say, “ Why doth he yet 
find fault, for who hath resisted 
his will?” It is impious for them, 
like the hardened Israelites, ia Jer- 
emiah’s time (Jerh. vii. 10.) to 
lie, steal, rob and murder; and 
then come into the house of God 
and say, ““ We are delivered to do 
all these abominations.” 

For, in perfect consistency with 
all God does in hardening their 
hearts, they all harden their own 
hearts. They freely and volunta- 
rily sin. They freely and volunta- 
rily exercise selfish affections, de- 
sires, designs and passions. All 
the blame and guilt, therefore, are 
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their own. They see it to be se, 
whenever they are awakened and 
brought to serious consideration. 
Their own consciences condemn 
them. Even the conscience of 
the hard hearted Pharaoh, more 
than once, condemned him, and 
constrained him to say, ‘“‘I have 
sinned—Entreat the Lord for me.” 
And thus the consciences of all 
hardened sinners, will, sooner or 
later, condemn them. And, if 
their own consciences condemn 
them, God is greater than their 
consciences, and knoweth all 
things. He knows, that they have 
no cloak for their sins, and are 
wholly to blame for all their hard- 
ness of heart. 

7. We may conclude, in view of 
what has been said, that, at the 
day of judgment, God’s treatment 
of finally impenitent sinners, will 
be justified by all rational crea- 
tures. It will then be clearly seen, 
that he had wise and good reasons 


for making them, for preserving 
them, for hardening their hearts 
and fitting them for destruction, 
and enduring them with much long 


suffering. It will be clearly seen, 
that his own glory and the greatest 
good of the created universe re- 
quired that they should thus be 
made vessels of wrath. And, 
hence, all holy creatures will praise 
him for the exercise of his disin- 
terested, universal benevolence, in 
making them for himself and for 
the day of evil, and givingup their 
good to promote a greater. 

And, when he shall proceed to 
pour out the vials of his wrath up- 
on them, it will be clearly seen, 
that they fully deserve all the pun- 
ishment which they receive ; that 
they hardened their own hearts 
and made themselves sinful; that 
they were perfectly voluntary and 
free in all their enmity against 
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God, and injustice and malice to§ 
wards one another. Hence, they 
will feel self-condemned, and their 
mouths wil! be shut. There will 
not be one of their reprobate com- 
panions to take their part. They 
will all see the justice of their 
doom. And while the smoke of 
their torment ascendeth up forev- 
er and ever, all holy creatures wil! 
exclaim, “ Alleluia, for the Lord 
God Omnipotent reigneth.” 

®. If God hardens the hearts of 
sinners; then saints have abund- 
ant reason to trust in him and re 
joice, in view of all the impeni- 
tence and hardness of heart, that 
prevail in this evil world. While 
they hate sin, as God does, and 
feel a tendéx, concern for the wel- 
fare of sinners, like their merciful 
Father in heaven ; they may rest 
assured, that sin will be no more 
prevalent, and prove the ruin of 
no more souls, than the Divine 
glory and the greatest possibl: 
good of the universe require. ‘ Ve- 
rily, God will make the wrath of 
man praise him, and restrain the 
remainder of wrath.’ 

And while saints adore and 
praise the sovereign grace of God 
which hath made them to differ 
by softening their hearts and mak- 
ing them willing to accept of salva 
tion through Jesus Christ; they 
see the highest encouragement to 
pray for sinners and use the ap 
pointed means of instruction and 
conversion with them, knowing 
that God is able to have mercy on 
whom he will have mercy; and 
that, notwithstanding the hardness 
of their hearts, ‘as many as were 
ordained to eternal life,’ will, in 
due time, be brought to love, re- 
pent and believe, to the saving of 
their souls. 

Finally. This subject clearly 
shows, that ft is the immediate du- 
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y of sinners to turn from their 
evil ways, and exercise that holy 
love, which is the essence of re- 
pentance, faith and ali good works. 
As they harden their own hearts, 
so they have equal power to soften 
their own hearts. They have as 
much power to make themselves 
new and holy hearts, as they have 
todo any thing whatever, for they 


can do nothing independently of 
God. Nothing but the hardness of 


their hearts, in which they are per- 
fectly free and voluntary, hinders 


their doing all that God requires of 


them. If their hearts are ever soft- 

‘ned, they must soften them them- 

selves. And, until they do this, 

all their works are evil, and the 
wrath of God abideth on them. 

Wherefore, “ Let the wicked for- 

sake his way, and the unrighteous 

man his thoughts: and let him re- 
turn unto the Lord, who will have 
mercy on him, and.to our God, 
who will abonaantly pérdon.” 
Cleanse your hands, ye sinners, 
and purify your hearts, ye double 
minded. Cast away all your trans- 
gressions, wherewith ye have trans- 
gressed, and make you a knew 
heart and a new spirit; for why 
will you die!’ Amen. 
From the Albany Reg 
REVIEW. 

A Sermon preached in the Presbyterian 
Church, Troy, March 4, 1827, by 
the Rev. Cuanres G. Fixney.from 
‘Amos iii. 3. “Can two wa k to 
gether except they be agreed.” 

Continued from page 557 
Are the impenitent, ther 

many ministers and christians, op- 

posed to the new measures { 

moting revivals, for the same rea- 


or pro- 
ons? This is asserted; and they 
have been abundantly classed to- 
gether, by the friends of the new 


measures, on this very ground. It 


ehnula nar 3 sAmehinanel 
Mouic not be conciuded 


aca on 
sermon. ob 


fact, if it were a fact, of their us- 
ing “the same arguments in sup- 
port of their objections,” is a suf- 
ficient proof that the reasons why 
they are opposed are the same; nor, 
if some of them are the same, that 
they are allthe same. They may 
have more reasons, in tl 

minds, ther they think 

ry to yive, on every occasion. 

i stance, an impenitent sinner may 
fee! opposed in heart to the doc- 
trine of total depravity. That doc- 
trine may be exhibited to him ina 
manner that is peculiarly and un- 
necessarily offensive. He is dis- 
pleased at the doctrine itself, and 
he is displeased also at the offen- 
sive manner im which it was pre- 
sented. He may not choose to 
complain of the doctrine itself, but 
only of the manner. A christian 
gh he cordia! 


receives the doctrine, might think 


who beard it, thou 


the manner highly improper, and 
make the same complaint. Does 
the fact, in this case, of their im 
the same objection, prove 
of ch 
them? Such a 
. +< ! } 
cer mnivy peu wound 
first to be proved that the manne 
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pressive of benevolent feeling, and 
savoring of profaneness; and that, 
in the prediction, the man is telling 
more than he knows. Andif a 
christian, who should hear it, 
should make the same objec- 
tions, would it prove him to be 
of the same character as the im- 
penitent sinner? If I should tell a 
child, ‘not to follow his ungodly 
parents, who were leading him to 
hell; not to listen to their instrué 
tions, which will destroy his soul ; 
that his parents are so wicked, he 
had better leave them, and live 
with me, andI will take him with 
me to heaven ;” the parents would 
probably be displeased, and make 
objections to such treatment. And 
what objections would they state ? 
They would probably object, that 
it would be more proper to tell pa- 
rents their own faults, than to tell 
them to their children; that such 
treatment is adapted to alienate the 
affections of children from their pa- 
rents, break up families, and teach 
children to disregard the fifth com- 
@iandment, which requires chuil- 
dren to love and honor their pa- 
rents. And if a christian, who 
should hear all this, should make 
the same obj-ctions, would it prove 
him to be of the same character as 
the impenitent sinner? If an im- 
penitent sinner should be prayed 
for by name, at a public meeting, 
and the occasion should be em- 
braced to hold him up to public 
notice, as an uncommonly odious 
and abandoned character, and to 
tell God and the world all the bad 
things that have been known or 
thought about him, it would proba- 
bly give offence to him and his 
friends, And what objections would 
they state? They would probably 
say, that such treatment was abu- 
sive and defamatory. and not adapt- 
ed to do the individual any good. 
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And if a christian, should happen 
to feel, and express the same opin- 
ion of it, would that be a conclu- 
sive proof that he is of the same 
character with the impenitent? If 
a minister of the gospel should hap- 
pen to be such an one as Paul re- 
quires all to be, “ having a good re- 
port of them which are without,” 
aud one that, by a long life of uni- 
form piety, had commanded the 
respect and confidence, even of the 
unconverted part of his congrega- 
tion: and he should be publicly 
prayed for, by some stranger, as 
“an old grey-headed apostate, who 
was leading souls to hell,” or as 
“the head Achan in the camp of 
the Lord;” it is probable some of the 
unconverted would be offended at 
it, as well as some of the church ; 
and that both would complain that 
their aged pastor should be treated 
with such indignity; and if it should 
happen, that “their objections 
should be the same,” and that they 
should “use the same arguments 
in support of them,” would it cer- 
tainly prove that they were all alike 
in their moral character? If a 
preacher should, in a public assem- 
bly, in the presence of ministers 
and others, exhort the females to 
lead in prayer, and represent them 
as grieving the Spirit by refusing; 
and not prevailing by arguments, 
should drop on his knees and tell 
the Lord how proud they were be- 
cause they would not comply, and 
then repeat his exhortations ; and 
if the fear of resisting the Spirit, 
or of being thought proud, should 
prevail with some to comply ; the 
whole transaction would probably 
be objected to, by their impenitent 
friends. And what would they 
say ' They would be likely to quote 
the apostolic prohibition, “Let your 
women keep silence in the churel- 
es ; for it it not permitted unto them 
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to spaak.” And if it should so hap- 
pen that some christians too should 
think the practice was forbidden 
and should quote the same direc- 
tion of the apostle, would it cer- 
tainly prove that they were of the 
same moral character with those 
impenitent friends ? 

It is evident, then, that if minis- 
ters aud christians did “find fault 
with the same things, and use the 
same arguments in support of their 
objections” that the impenitent do, 
it would not be sufficient to prove 
a likeness of character between 
them, unless it were first proved 
that the things objected to are right, 
and that all the reasons why both 
classes objected were the same.— 
Let it first be shown that the meas- 
ures objected to, are right, and that 
there can be none but sinful objec- 
tions made against them ; and then 
let it be shown that the objections 
which ministers & christians make 
are the same in all respects, not only 
as those which the impenitent avow, 
but as those which they inwardly 
feel; and something will be done 
towards laying a foundation for the 
conclusion that there is some like- 
ness of character between them. 

But | am disposed to question 
the fact, that the objections which 
ministers and christians make to 
the new measures, are, in general, 
the same as those which the im- 
penitent make. ‘lo many of them, 
[ have no doubt they are, in part, 
the same. For wherever the im- 
penitent discover any thing in pro- 
fessors of religion which 1s really 
wrong, they can, if they please, 
bring solid objections against it, 
and support them by sound argu- 
ments, both from reason and scrip- 
ture. Some of the unconverted 
are men of good sense, and have 
sufficient acquaintance with the 
scriptures to form a pretty accurate 





judgment whether the conduct of 


christians is consistent with their 
profession, or not. And some of 
them are men of good breeding, 
are disgusted with whatever vio- 
lates the common rules of propriety, 
wherever they see it. If, therefore, 
in some things, their judgment 
should accord with that of minis- 
ters and christians, it is no suffic- 
ient reason why reproaches should 
be cast upon either. 

A brief ‘statement of the mosé 
common objections which 1 have 
heard made, by both classes,against 
the new measures, will show how 
far they agree. Those out of the 
church have complained of harsh 
and uncivil treatment, in conversa- 
tion, being called by hard names, 
and provoking epithets, and ad- 
dressed with coarseness and vul- 
garity, and in a manner which they 
deemed insolent, over-bearing, and 
insulting. ‘They have complained 
of being spoken of to others in 
terms which they consider defama- 
tory and abusive. They have com- 
plained that their children were 
unreasonably frightened, by being 
threatened with immediate and in- 
evitable damnation, and told that 
there was no help for them,—T hey 
have complained that their children 
should be told such things about 
parents as were adapted to alien- 
ate their affections, and lead them 
to be disrespectful towards their 
parents. They have found fault with 
the personality of public preaching, 
by Which the attention of the cen- 
gregation was directed to partieu- 
lar individuals as persons of an un- 
commonly odious character. They 
have complained of being prayed 
for by name in a manner which 
they considered slanderous and 
abusive. Some have taken offence 
at what they considered an irrever- 
ent use of the name of God, and a 
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jut it is not my present purpose 
toshow thatthese complaints are 
or are not, made on good grounds 
It is simply to show that the com- 
plaints of the unconverted and 
those of Christians and ministers 
have not ll the same, and 
made for the same reasons. 

Ministers and Christsans have 
indeed, complained of some of the 
things above mentioned. They 
have complained of a harsh and 
overbearing treatment of the un- 
converted, not only because they 
thought it improper, but because 
they thought it adapted to harden 
them, and shut up the way of access 
to their consciences. ‘They hav 
not been unwilling to have children 
and vouth conversed with on tlie 
subject of religion, and made to see 
their true state and character; but 
they have thought a great and sud- 
len excitement of their fears not 
ikely to lead them to such an at- 
tention to the state of their own 
hearts, as would be adapted to do 
any permanent good; and espe- 
cially when it was produced by un- 
warrantable declarations of imme- 
diate and inevitable damnation 
which a few days might suffice + 
show them were not true; and they 
feared that such things would lead 
them to treat the sober warning o 
the scriptures withcontempt. They 
have thought that it was wrong 
under the colour of performing any 
other religious duty, to teach chil 
dren to disregard the fifth com- 
mandment. y have been ot- 
fended at an irreverent use of the 
Divine name because they though 
it a breach of the third command- 
and have been displeased 
with the familiar use of other com- 
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irreverent boldness, and the affec- 
tation of familiarity with God in 
prayer, because they thought it in- 
consistent with proper feelings of 
respect towards him, and that awe 
of the divine majesty which holy 
beings express. ‘They have not 
been afraid that the subject of re- 
ligion would be too much urged 
upon men, if it were only done 
with that kindness of feeling which 
would leave the door open for its 
being repeated. They have not 
cor npl: 1ined that the doctrines of 

Calvinism were too much or too 
clearly preached, nor that too much 
importance was attached to them, 
nor that too little charity was ex- 
pressed for sich as understanding- 
ly and cordially rejectthem. On 
the contrary, it has been a serious 
objection with many, that those 
doctrines have not been preached 
so clearly and fully, as they thought 
important. ‘They have been griev- 
ed that those who did urge ‘them 
plainly and fully, should be cha rged 
with hindering revivals by preach- 
ing them ; and that or thodory 
should be made a term of reproach. 
They have objected, that people 
were not sufficiently instructed ; 
that the distinctien between true 
and false experience should be 
over-looked or little thought of ; 
and that the disposition to make a 
distinction between genuine and 
spurious revivals, should be frown- 
ed upon asa murk of being ina 
cold and stupid state. They have 
complained that the most uniform 
and consistent christians should be 
pronounced cold, and stupid, and 
dead, because they did not alter as 
much as others; «nd that, too, in 
many cases, by those who had as 
yet had no opportunity from per- 
sonal eximination to know any 
thing of the state of their minds. 
They have been grieved that the 
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best friends of revivals, as they 
have hitherto witnessed them, 
should be denounced as enemies 
because they did not fall in with 
the new measures, and that those 
whose age and experience had giv- 
en them opportunity to be most 
and longest acquainted with reviv- 
als, should be put down, by the cor 
verts of a few days old, as totally ig- 
norant on the subject. They have 
complained that aged ministers, of 
tried and approved piety, should be 
publicly prayed for, by young men 
and boys, as old hypocrites or apos- 
tates, who were “ leading souls to 
hell.” Some have objected to fe- 
male prayer and exhortation in mix- 
ed assemblies because they thought 
it forbidden in the scriptures, and 
adapted to destroy that silent unob- 
trusive influence which it is so de- 
sirable that the female members of 
the church should exert, and which 
can be best exerted in the sphere 
in winch God has placed them.— 
Some have objected to the confi- 
dence which appeared to be placed 
in impulses and impressions, es- 
pecially as connected with the sup- 
posed prayer of faith, because they 
thought it contrary to the script- 
ures, and adapted to open a wide 
door to the delusions of Satan.— 
Some have thought the young were 
put forward, to their own injury, 
and the older members of the 
church, whose age and experience 
qualified them to lead, were too 
manifestly put into the back ground, 
and that old people in general were 
often treated with great disrespect, 
in direct violation of the divine 
command, ‘thou shalt rise up be- 
fore the hoary head, and honor the 
face of the old man.’ Some have 
complained of the disposition of 
those who adopted the new meas- 
ures, to crowd them into every 
place, regardless of the divisions 
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and contentions to which they seem- 
ed likely to give rise; and of the 
disposition of some to intermeddle 
in the concerns of other churches 
to they which did not belong. Some 
h.ve complained of the stress which 
was lid upon the posture in pray- 
er, while so little regard «ppeared 
to be paid tothe cultivation of that 
meek, humble, modest, retiring 
spirit, which is so essential to the 
right performance of that daty.— 
Some have complained that secret 
prayer should be made so Joud as 
to attract the notice of people in 
the streets, becau‘e they thought it 
too much like that praying in the 
streets which our Lord reproves.— 
Some have thought it wrong to pray 
that individuals might be converted 
or rem*ved, and especially, that 
“God would seal the dumnation of 
sinners this night.” Some have 
objected to the principle that the 
feelings ought to control the judg- 
ment, and that because any «neas- 
ure contributed to produce very 
pleasant feelings in us, it was there- 
fore right. Some have thought it 
wrong to consider success an evi- 
dence of Divine approbation, lest 
it should lead us to practice decep- 
tion, as Jacob did, in order to se- 
cure a good object. Some have 
been disgusted with the ostentation, 
and boasting, and self-conceit, 
which they have witnessed, because 
they thought them utterly inconsis- 
tent with the spirit of the gospel. 
Some hive complained, that when 
evils were pointed out, there was 
no regard paid to their warnings, 
but the same things were repeated, 
and carried to greater lengths than 


before. And some have been dis- 


tressed at the appearance they saw 
of » disposition to have some men’s 
“persons in admiration,” 
only were the instruments through 
which any good could be expucies 
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only medium through which the 
Holy Spirit could be communicat- 
ed; and the apparent determina- 
tion to deny or justify every thing 
for which they were complained of 
let it be what it might. But, the 
principal complaint, and one which 
has embraced all the rest, has been, 
that the whole system of measures 
appeared to be adapted to promote 
false conversions,to strengthen and 
cherish false hopes, and propagate a 
false religion; and thus, besides 
destroying the souls of those who 
should be the subjects of it, these 
mesures should tend ultimately .to 
bring all true religion, and all pure 
revivals into contempt,and increase 
the number of errorists and scof- 
fers on every side. 

Such are some of the principal 
objections to the new measures 
which I have neard among minis- 
ters and christians. And it is easy 
to see that they are very far from 
being precisely the same objections, 
and founded upon precisely the 
same reasons, as the objections of 
the impeniteni. No; they are 
grounded on the love of the truth, 
or a regard for the honor of God, 
and the good of end on a 
most anxious solicitude for the per- 
manent good character and influ- 
ence of revivals, and the advance- 
ment of the cause of Christ in the 
earth. And nothing can be more 
unjust and injurious, than because 
they make these objections, even if 
they are in a mistake in making 
them, to class them with the un- 
godly world, and represent them as 
W alking together because they are 
agreed. 

Having made these remarks up- 
on the general object of the ser- 
mon, and having shown the fallacy 
of the main point assumed, that 
the objections which ministers and 
christians make to the new meas- 
ures are the same as those of the 


souls, 
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impenitent, and grounded on the 
same reasons, and having thus ex- 
posed the unsoundness of the argu- 
meut, and shown that the main 
point to be supported, is without 
foundation, and that there is yet 
no proof of a likeness of character 
between the two classes of objec- 
tors to the new system; I proceed 
to a more particular examination 
of the several parts of the sermon. 

That which may be styled the 
dectrinal part of the sermon is the 
author’s illustration of the declara- 
ffon of the text that two cannot 
walk together except they be a- 
greed. He thinks it is an agree- 
ment in feeling. And though the 
text means God and man, his pur- 
pose requires him to consider it as 
spoken of man walking with an- 
other. The following estracts will 
give his view of it: 

Page 3—6. “All pleasure and 
pain—all happiness and misery, be- 
long to the mind—all sin and holi- 
ness have their seat in, and belong 
to, the Aeart, or affection. All 
the satisfaction or dissatisfaction, 
pain or pleasure, that we feel in 
view of any truth or thing present- 
ed to our minds, depends entirely 
upon the actings of our affections 
at the time, and consists in these 
If it fall in with, and ex- 
cite, and feed, pleasurable affec- 


actings. 


tions, we are presen of course; for 
in these ple ssurable affections our 
pleasure or happiness consists.— 
The higher, therefore, these affec- 
tions are elevated by the presenti- 
tion of any thing or truth to our 
minds, the greater our pleasure is. 
But if the thing or truth do not fall 
in with our affections, it cannot 
please us; if it be aside from our 
present state of feeling, and our af- 
fections refuse to follow, we shall 
either view it with indifference, 
our affections being otherwise en- 


gaged, or if it press upon us, we 
shall turn from and resist it.” “ If 
the subject be exhibited in a light 
that is below our present tone of 
feeling, we cannot be interested, 
until it comes up to our feelings ; if 
this does not take place, we neces- 
sarily remain uninterested ; and if 
the subject, in this cooling, and to 
us, degraded point of view, is held 
up before our mind, and our affec- 
tions. struggle 2 maintain- theit 
height, we feel displeased bec: use 
our affections are not fed, but op- 
posed. Ifthe subject be present- 
ed in a manner that strikes far 
above our tone of feeling, and our 
aflections grovel, and refuse to rise, 
it does not fall in with and feed 
our affection, therefore we cannot 
be interested; it is enthusiasm to 
us, we are displeased with the 
warmth in which our wffections re- 
fuse to participate, and the farther 
it is above our temperature, the 
more we are disgusted. 
truths to which the experience of 
every man will testify as they hold 
good on every subject, and under 
all circumstances ; and are founded 
upon principles incorporated with 
the very nature of man.” “A re- 
fined musician is listening almost 
in rapture to the skilful execution 
of a fine piece of harmony—throw 
in discords upon him; he is in 
pain in a moment. Increase and 
prolong the dissonance, and he 
leaves the room in disgust. You 
are fond of music; but you are at 
present melancholy*you are in 
great affliction—you are inclined 
to weep—the plaintive tones of an 
Aolian harp light softly upon your 
ear, and melt around your heart— 
your tears flow fast—but new the 
din of trumpets, drums, and cym- 
bals, and the piercing fife in mirtk- 
ful quick step breaks upon your 
ear, and drowns the soft breathings 


a 
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or Review of 
of the harp—you feel distressed—— 
you turn away and stop your ears. 
The harp touched and me met your 
weeping affections, it fell i 1 with 
your feelings; therefore a were 
gratified. The martial music op- 
posed your state of feeling, you was 
too melancholy to have your affec- 
tions elevated and enlivened by it: 
it therefore necessarily distressed 
you.” “ Your heart is glowing with 
religious feeling—you are not only 
averse to the introduction of any 
other subject at that time, but are 
uninterested with any thing upon 
the same subject thet is far below 
the tone of your affections, Sup- 
pose you hear a dull man preach 
or pray; while he remains dul), 
and you are warm with feeling, you 
are not interested, you cannot be, 
for your affections are not fed and 

sherished, unless he comes up to 
your tone; if this does not happen, 
you are distressed and perhaps dis- 
gusted with his coldness. 
a thing ofcourse.” ‘ 


‘lL his is 
‘Suppose you are 
lukewarm and carnal and earthly in 
your affections; you hear one exhort 
or pray, or preach, who is highly spir- 
itual and fervent,and affec tionate; if 
your affections will not rise, if, thro’ 
prejudice, or pride, or the ate 
ana seusual state of your affections, 
they refuse to enkindle, and to 
grasp the subject, although you be- 
lieve every word he says, yet you 
are not pleased. He is above your 
temperature, you are annoyed with 


the manner, and fire, ond spirit of 
The higher he rises, if 


the man. 
your affections grovel, the further 
apart you are, and the more you are 
displeased. While your heart is 
the nearer right he is, the 
more he burns upon you, if your 
heart will not enkindie, the more 
you are disgusted.” 

Here, then, we have the theory 
of the sermon before us; and as ! 
think, the theory of th 


wrong, 


also, e whole 
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system of the wuthor’s measures for 
promoting revivals. Some of his 
language would lead us to infer 
that he meant to embrace what is 
called the exercise scheme, that all 
sin and holiness consists in volun- 
tay xercises; brit from other ex- 
pressisus it appears he does not; 
unless, indeed, he supposes that all 
the sensatio:.s and emotions of the 
mind are vi cury exercises,which 
would be indeed »n entire new the- 
ory of the mind. He says, “ all 
the s tisfaction or dissatisfaction, 
paiu or plessure, that we feel—de- 
pend entirely upon the actings of 
our affections ai the time, and con- 
ists in these actings.” According 
to him, then, all the pleasurable 
or painful emotions of the mind, 
are affections, whether they are 
voluntary or iavolunt:ry. These 
constitute our feelings. And all 
sin and holiness consists in these 
also. And he feeling 
heart as synonymous terms. 

he mean, then, 


uses and 
Does 
that all the pleasur- 
able and painful emotions we have 
are of a moral nature, and either 
sinfulor holy ? Does he mean, that 
holiness is the same thing as 
piness, and sin the same thing as 
misery? Does he mean, that all 
warm, lively, and happy feelings 
are holy affections? If he does not 
mean so, this was the place to in- 
form us, and to make the distinc- 
tion. 
him to make it clearly. 
see the 


hap- 


, 


And it was incumbent upon 


and let us 
difference between those 
warm feelings that are holy, and 
those that are not. I can scarce 
think that he believes all wari and 
happy feelings are holy ; but I have 
looked im vain for any information 
to the contrary. ‘ Your hesrt is 
glowing with religious feeling.” 
W hat is religious feeling? It was 
all important that he should tell us, 
becuse all his conclusions were 
based upon it; and a mistake here 
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would lead us éntirely astray. — 
Does he suppose it impossible to 
mistake, and that the man who 
thinks he is awake, and full of re- 
ligious feeling, is of course right, 
in thinking so? How can a church 
know when it is their duty to‘‘shake 
off their sleepy minister,”’ without 
being informed what it is to be a- 
wake, and what it is to be asleep ? 
Or, is it impossible to mistake? Is 
the consciousness o! being warm in 
our feelings, on the subject of re- 
ligion certain evidence that we are 
in a right state of mind? And ifa 
minister does not so preach and 
pray that ‘our «ffections are fed and 
cherished,” is that certain evidence 
that he is “sleepy,” and ought to 
be ‘ shaken off ?” Is religious feel- 
ing so much of the nature of the 
inspiration of the prophets, that 
those who have it know certainly 
that they are right ex.ctly, without 
“trying the spirits” by any rule? 
Or, is the grand rule by which every 
man is to be judged,and his spiritual 
state determined, the single ques- 
tion of his agreement or disagree- 
ment with the mew measures? I 
conclude this will be the rule adopt- 
ed in practice, and if this is the 
rule intended, it should have been 
more distinctly avowed. ‘The whole 
drift of the discourse, however, is 
to establish this rule, though that 
object is not distinctly avowed. 
But, is there nothing said in the 


discourse, to show that all kinds of 


feeling are not religious feeling? 
Yes. On page 10, the author re- 
jects animal feeling, as forming no 
part of religious affection. What, 
then, does he mean by animal feel- 
ing? He gives us no detinition ; 
but from what he says of it, it would 
appear to be that tender sensibili- 
ty which inclines us to weep, when 
it is skilfully touched. His lan- 
guage is, “ adopta strain of exhor- 
tation or preaching that is caleu- 


lated to awaken mere sympathy 
and animal feeling, and you will 
soon see that there is a perfect 
community of feelmg amongst cold 
and warm hearted Christians and 
sinners; they will all weep and 
seem to melt, and no one will be 
offended, and, | may add, no one 
will be convicted or converted.” 
I conclude, then, that by animal 
feeling, he means emotions of the 
tender and weeping kind, such as 
the music of the Zolian harp is 
adapted to excite, and which the 
jutreduction of martial music would 
greatly disturb. Such feelings as 
these may be excited in view of 
religious objects, when presented 
in a particular attitude, and are, no 
doubt, oftea mistaken for religious 
affections But they are the re- 
sult of mere tragic painting, wnd 
ought to be carefully distinguished 
from holy affections. There is, 
however, another class of animal 
feelings, such as are excited by 
‘the din of trumpets, drums, and 
cymbals, and the piercing fife, in 
mirthful quick step, breaking up- 
on the ear.” This class is doubt- 
less excited by religious subjects, 
as well as the other; and no rea- 
son appears why they should not 
be carefully distinguished from 
holy affections. Yet, no notice is 
taken by the author, in this dis- 
course, of this class of feelings, as 
animal feelings, which should not 
be mistaken for true religion. On 
the contrary, while he expressly 
excludes the other clags, there is 
much in bis l:nguage on the sub- 
ject of religious feeling, which 
leads me to conclude that he con- 
siders this class of feeling, when 
excited by religious subjects, to be 
the very height of holy affection. 
And this I take to be the key to 
his whole discourse, and to his 
whole system of measures. 

That there are thése two classes 
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of animal feeling, each of which 
consists in emotions of the mind 
which are involuntary, and. are 
neither sinful nor holy, I think 
cannot be reasonably questioned. 
The existence of the class of ten- 
der sympathies, which lead us to 
weep at the sight of distress, is ad- 
mitted. And is not the existence 
of the other class equally evident ? 
What are those emotions which 
are excited by martial 
Why does the sight of a militury 
pageant attract the attention 
the multitude, and kindle, in so 
many minds, the thirst for military 
glory ? Why does the sound of the 
fife and drum wake up all the en- 
ergies of children ; and why do we 
see them, in imitation, marching 
and countermarching, with their 


NiwsLie ? 


paper caps, and their weapons of 


wood? call it enthu-iasm, if you 
will, it is feeling ; and feeling, too, 
of alively and animated kind; it 
is a feeling that is full of fire, and 
spirit, and life, a feeling that bla- 
zes and burns upon you, tll you 
sympathize in it, and burn and 
glow in like manner, or till you are 
greatly annoyed by it, and com- 
pelled to flee. This feeling some 
times strongly seizes the female 
mind; and whenever it does, it ef 
fects.a wonderful transformation. 
Let a nation be invaded ; let their 
energies be roused for defence ; 
let the genuine war spirit be waked 
up, and all ages and sexes will par- 
ticipate, in a greater er less de- 
cree. Let our wives and mothers 
and daughters be filled with this 
spirit, and they no longer appear 
like the same beings. Jhe 
ness and delicacy so natural to the 
sex is exchanged for masculine 
boldness. Those fine sensibilities, 
that tenderness, and gentleness, 
and kindness, for which we so 
much admired them, is laid aside. 
Every nerve is braced; every 


solt- 


The Unitarian Controversy. 


of 


DECEMBER, 


movement is quick and violent ; 
every look threatens; every eye 
flashes fire ; every word breathes 
defiance. And some, when dan- 
gers press, and help is needed, dis- 
regarding that unfitness for rough 
and hardy enterprises which re- 
sults from their delicate fr.me, will 
fly to arms, and rush upon the foe. 
And’‘some will out run their more 
tardy and phlegmatic husbinds 
and brothers, and be foremost in 
the field of contest. Such thinos 
have been seen. And what is it? 
It is animal feeling, no doubt, of a 
peculiar kind ; and when it gains 
it drives out all the an- 
imal feelings of the tender class 
all the soothing sensibilities and 
weeping sympathies of our nature, 
and frowns upon them where they 
appear in others at such a time as 
objects of ineffable scorn. 

Now change the subject. Let 
religion be presented in such an 
attitude, and with such accompeni- 
ments, as are adapted to affect the 
nervous system in the Sane yay. 
Will not the same class of {ec! 
be excited? And 
burn, and blaze, and glow 
manner? and will they 
duce the same effects upon those 
who are the subjects of them! 
Have we not examples, in the past 
history of the church? and are 
there not present examples before 
our eyes? And why should it b 


pt ySSessio 


will not 
in like 


not pro- 


thought there is any more holiness 


in this class of animal 
than in the tender class ? 


(To be continued.) 
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THE CONTROVERSY 
Extract from a Review of Dr. Chan 
ning’s Discourse in New-York, 
December 7, 1826. 
The Unitarian contreversy in 
this country wes commenced in 
1815, by the publication of a 


pamphlet entitled, “American Uni 
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tarianism ; or a ‘ Brief History of 
the progress and present state of 
the Unitarion Churches in Ameri- 
ca ;’ compiled from documents and 
information communicated by the 
Rev. James Freeman, D. D. and 
William Wells, Jun Esq. of Bos- 
ton, and from other Unitarian gen- 
tlemen in this coyntry: By Rev. 
Thomas Belsham, Essex-street, 
London; extracted from his Me- 
moirs of the Life of the Rev. ‘The- 
ophilus Lindsey, printed in Lon- 
don, in 1812, and now published 
for the benefit of the Christian 
Charches in this country, without 
note or alteration.” In June, 
1315, this pamphlet was reviewed 
in the Panoplist, an Orthodox re- 
ligious journal, at that time pub- 
lished, monthly, in this city. This 
review drew forth “A Letter to 
the Rev. Samuel C. Thatcher,” 
then one of the Unitarian clergy 
of Boston. “on the” alleged “ as- 
persions contained in a late num- 
ber of the Panoplist on the Minis- 
ters of Boston and the vicinity ; by 
William E. Channing, minister of 
the Church of Christ in Federal- 
street, Boston.’”’ This Letter was 
answered by the Rev. Samyel 
Worcester, D. D. at that time pas- 
tor of the labernacle Church, Sa 
lem. Two additional pamphlets 
were published by Mr. Channing, 
and two by Dr. Worcester. The 
controversy, as carried on in sepa- 
rate publications, was then sus- 
pended till 1819. The principal 
object of the Orthodox in this first 
discussion, was completely attain- 
ed. Unitarianism, which had be- 
fore operated and spread in secret, 
was brought to light. Its exis- 
tence, and something of its real 
Character, were made known; and 


from that tinie, the concealment of 


a minister’s religious system has, in 
this part of the country, been diffi- 
cult, if not impracticable. 


The Unitarian Controversy. 


Unitarians began now, in their 
periodic.! journals and in conver 
sation, openly to state and advocate 
their opinions, and to oppose and 
denounce thosé of the Orthodox. 
The weapons of attack and defence 
they employed, were chiefly deriv- 
ed from Biblical literature. Er- 
roneous readings, mistranslations, 
and wrong interpretstions, were 
the charges perpetually preferred 
against the doctrines of the Ortho- 
doy, and the scriptural arguments 
by which they were maintained.— 
The Orthodox, it was alleged, had 
too superficial an acquaintance with 
the original languages of the Bible, 
and with those kindred dialects 
which have thrown so much light 
upon scriptural phraseology, and 
their investigations of the compo- 
sition and history of the Bible were 
too limited, to ascertain what por- 
tions of the received text were gen- 
uine, and what were the doctrines 
really taught in those portions.— 
Had they a little more learning, es- 
pecially the learning requisite for 
a successful criticism of the Serip- 
tures, they would, generally, there 
was no doubt, become Unitarians. 
The study of Biblical criticism was, 
moreover, beginning to be cultivat- 
ed among them ; and the result, it 
was confidently and often predict- 
ed, would be, a rapid disappearance 
of the antiquated doctrines of Or- 
thodoxy. And what was the re- 
sult? In 1819, Mr. now Dr. Chan- 
ning preached and published his 

saltimore sermon, which seems to 
have been the concerted signal for 
Unitarian clergymen generally to 
begin the distinct avowal of their 
opinions from the pulpit. This 
sermon was replied to by the Rev. 
Professor Stuart of Andover, in a 
series of ** Letters to the Rev. Wm. 
E. Channing.” The points dis- 
cussed in these Letters were, “The 
principles of interpreting the Scrip 
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tures; and the Unity of God, and 
the divinity and homanity of 
Christ,” as, in the view of the Or- 
thodox, taught in several passages 
of the New Testament. The ar- 
gument of Professor Stuart was 
conducted almost entirely on the 
principles of Biblical criticism.— 
These Letters were never aiswer- 
ed ;* and from the time of their 


~* We are aware that the writer of 
a review in the Christian Examiner 
for September and October, 1824, 
has said, p, 368, “We had, with a- 
mazement, both seen in print, and 
heard in conversation, the assertion, 
that no reply had ever been made to 
Stuart’s Letters on the Trinity; and 
hence, in a tone of boasting, it was 
inferred that they were acknowleug- 
ed to be unanswerable ; notwithstand- 
ing thata most thorough and con- 
elusive reply had been printed iu the 
Christian Disciple, and a very large 
separate edition eagerly bought up, 
and spread through the community.” 
An assertion, which must fill every 
candid reader, acquainted with the 
facts, with “amazement.” Profes- 
sor Stuart’s argument was almost en- 
tirely se riptural, consisting in a crit- 
ical examination of a portion of the 
passages of the New Testament sup- 
posed by the Orthodox to teach the 
doctrines of the Trinity and of two 
natures in Christ, while the argument 
ofthe writer of the article in the 
Christian Disciple referred to, was 
almost entirely philosophical, consist- 
ing in an examination of the consis- 
tency ofthe doctrines mentioned with 
reason. Nor is this all. The writer 
of that article had himself only claim- 
ed that it might be considered 
virtual answer” to Professor Stuart’s 
Letters, and had said in his very first 
sentence, “Instead of confining our 
attention exclusively to Professor 
Stuart’s Letters, we have thought 
that it would be more useful and more 
satisfactory to our readers, to give a 
general view of the subject in con- 
troversy, With the reasons for our 
own opinions, without particular re/- 
erence to his work.” 
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publication, very little has been 
heard from Unitarians about Bibli- 
cal criticism. 

The trial of Orthodoxy wes now 
transferred to another tribunal, that 
of philosophy. Its doctrines were 
declared to be irrational and ab- 
surd, wholly inconsistent with the 
perfections of God, and the trec- 
dom and accountability of man.— 
No one, it was alleged, who had a 
just sense of his dignity as an inte'- 
ligent creature, and of the reetitude 
and goodness of God, could believe 
them. This ws the general strain 
of remark in regard to Orthodoxy 
and its advocates for two or three 
years, until the close of the contro- 
versy between Dr. Woods and Dr. 
Ware, in which the sentiments of 
Unitariaas and of Trinitarians and 
Calvinists were discussed chiefly 
on this ground. From that time 

e have heard little about the phi- 
Sedepiiy of the two systems. They 
were now brought to another test 
that of tendency. 


Dr. Ware’s Postscript to his sec- 
ond series of Letters, which closed 
his discussion with Dr. Woods, ap- 
peared in 1823. In the same year 
was published in this city an octa- 
vo volume, of four hundred and 
eighteen pages, entitled, “ An In- 
quiry into the compar tive moral 
tendency of Trinitarian and Unita- 
rian doctrines; by Jared Sparks 
Orthodoxy, it was now said, »again 
and again, tends to produce dis- 
honorable apprehensions of God 
and gloomy views of life; and to 
cramp and degrade the human 
mind, and must, from the meture 
of things. be inefficient in produc- 
ing an elevated piety; while Uni- 
tarianism, it was alleged, tends to 
produce ex: lted apprehe nsions ol 
God, and cheerfal views of life, and 
to enlarge and. elevate the mind 
and must produce, in those who 
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Sincerely embrace it, a fervent aad 
active piety. This was the strain 
of much that appeared in the re- 
ligious periodicals of theUnitarians, 
and, if we have not been misin 

formee, of much that was said in 
their ordinary discourses from the 
pulpit. In severul occasional dis- 
courses, printed and published by 
Unitarian clergymen, this advan- 
tage was distinctly and confidently 
claimed for their system. In a 
sermon,* preached at the weekly 
Lecture in the First Church in 
Boston, May 20, 1824, and pub- 
lished in the Christian Examiner 
for May and Jun» in that year, en- 
titled, “On the Causes by whieh 
Unitarians have been withheld 
from exertions in the cause of For- 
eign Missions,” were the following 
remarks: ‘*‘ Theve is, however, 
yet one other cause, to which the 
enemies of our distinctive religious 
sentiments ascribe, what they call, 
our indifference on the subject of 
the conversion of the Heathen. 
It is said, that the evil is to be 
sought in the very nature and char- 
acter of our religious senti vents. 
But is there any justice in this ac- 
cusation ? Is there in our peculiar 
sentiments amy thing to support 
the charge, that Unitarianism nar- 
rows our sympathies to the confines 
of those who believe with us? that 
it brings a coldness over the heart, 
which benumbs those affections 
that would otherwise spread them- 
selves «s widely as the exi-tence of 
man ? Is ours, as it is said to be, a 
religion of mere speculation’? This 
we most peremptorily deny.” “I 
might, I think, most satisfactorily 
demonstrate, that, in our views of 


*This sermon was said to have 
been written by the gentleman who 
has since published “An appeal to 
Liberal Christians for the cause of 
Christianity in Indie.” 
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Christianity, there are excitements 
of a far higher order than tn those 
of any other class of Christians, 
to zeal in missionary labors for the 
conversion of the world. The 
time forbids me even to name 
them; though they furnish the 
best topic that could be desired, 
for appeals to reason, to conscience, 
and to the heart.” Dr. Channing, 
in his sermon delivered at the or- 
dination of his present colleague, 
June 80,1924, said,p.13, “ It is ob- 
jected to Unitarianism, that it does 
not pessess this heart-stirring ener- 
gy,’ of which he had been speaking 
as required in the ministry in the 
present age. And in a note append- 
ed to the printed discourse, he calls 
this‘‘a reproachthrown onUnjtarjan 
Christianity ;” and proceeds to as- 
sign what he supposes to be the 
causes of the objection, but gives 
no proof of its being a “ reproach.” 
In a sermon preached at the dedi- 
cation of the Twelfth Congrega- 
tional Church in Boston, October 
13, 1824, by the Rev. John G. 
Palfrey, minister of the congrega- 
tion in Brattle Square, the preach- 
er afli:med, that the “‘ belief” of the 
Orthodox is “adverse to religious 
progress.” Some of them, he ad- 
mitted, have “ become good christ- 
jans in despite of their errors.” — 
* But,” he added, “ while we emu- 
Jate their attainments, may we not 
think that a character whose root 
was so firm as to withstand such a 
shock, might have swelled into still 
nobler dimensions under the cult- 
ure of a more spiritual and gener- 
ous faith?’ “Let us do no such 
injustice to the omnipotence of 
truth,” by which he means the sys- 
tem of the Unitarians, “as to think 
it a sluggish element. It is thor- 
oughly instinet with life.” ‘ The 
unadulterated system of truth,” i. e. 
Unitarianism, “ is a powerfully en- 





wade 
on 


lightening and sanctifying faith.’’ 
pp. 23, 24, 28, 30. 

Such were the assertions of 
leading Unitarians in relation to 
the tendency of the two systems; 
but as yet no proof had been at- 
tempted of the truth of these asser- 
tions, except in Mr. Sparks’s octa- 
vo, which had attracted but little 
attention. At length, on the 24th 
of August, 1826, the colleague of 
Dr.C banning preached a discourse, 
at the dedication of the meeting- 
houge erected the last year in Pur- 
chase-Street, on Gal. iv. 17, “ Itis 
good to be zealously affected al- 
ways in a good thing.” ‘This ser- 
mon, suid the Christian Register 
of Sept. 2, 1826, ‘‘ was a powerful 
exculpation of Unitarian Christians 
from the charge, that their senti- 
ments encourage indifference to 
religion, and are incompatible with 
religious feeling, It was demon- 
strated that the doctrines are en- 
vobling to the mind, and favorable 

piety and yirtue. The Stand- 
ing Committee of the Church have 


unanimously requested a copy of 


the sermon for the press, and we 
doubt not it will be perused with 
high satisfaction by the religious 
denomination to which the preach- 
er belongs. We hope it will be 
perused by others also, and that 
more candid judgment may be ex- 
pressed toward Unitarians than has 
sometimes been done by those who 
did not understaud, or refrained 
fiom doing justice to, their senti- 
saents.” The editor of the Christ- 
ian Examiner, in the number for 
July and August 1826, gave an ab- 
stract of the sermon, and made con- 
cerning it the following remarks: 
“> a preacher “ spoke of the views 

’ Unitarians, “entertain of God ; 
oft his relations to us as our Crea- 
tor, our Father, end our finalJudge, 
und of our relation to him as chil- 
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dren and sinners. Upon all these 
points our doctrines were shown to 
be peculiarly adapted to call forth 
deep religious emotion, to excite ar- 
dent religious feelings. We wish 
we could recall the language in 
which was mentioned that most un- 
deserved of all reproaches, that we 
make but a light matter of sin. It 
was an eloquent and triumphant 
refutation of the calumny ; and we 
know not how any one who heard 
it, can in conscience repeat it.”— 
“On the whole it appeared, that, 
if Unitarianism does not make men 
zealous, it is not the frult of the 
system, but owing to its no! being 
intelligently represented and thor- 
oughly believed. Jt is much more 
spiruual, tender, and solemn than 
Orthodoxy, and therefore ought to 
be less liable to this charge.”— 
‘ We are ashamed of this epology 
for an abstract of Mr. Gannett’s ad- 
mirable discourse, it is so meagre ’ 
“As the sermon will doubtless be 
printed, we hope every one who 
can, will judge for himself what 
and how good are its contents.” 

Yet this sermon was not pub- 
lished. Why it was not, we are 
unable to state. Subsequent events 
would seem to indicate, that a de- 
fence of Unitarianism, from the 
pulpit and the press, om a new 
ground, and probably the last on 
which it will be attempted: to de- 
fend it, without expressly (enying 
the in-pirafion of the Scriptares 
should be made by a more experi- 
enced champion. And it has been 
made in the discourse now under 
review 

(To be continued.) 


The following is the closing paragraph 
ofa letter from Rev. Mr. 
some time since relinquished his connex- 
ion with the Euglish Buptist Missionary 
Society, **to embrace a more rafiona 
mode of converting the heathen to Chrn- 
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tianity,” to Rev. Mr. 
Calcutta, June 23, 1827. 
‘* T am much encouraged by the 
sympathy you express in our hum- 
ble endeavors in this quarter of the 
globe to promote the cause of God ; 
and it will afford me still greater 
pleasure to. learn, that the denom- 
ination [Universalists] to which 
I conclude you belong, unite with 
my Unitarian friends in Boston to 
promote the objects of a Foreign 
Mission. I shall be glad to hear 
that your influenc 
this purpose.” 


Balfour, dated 


eis employed tor 


ee 
TRUE FREEDOM. 
Extract from an Address, delivered 
at a religious Celebration of Lnde- 
pendence, July 4, 1823. 


3. It iseasy to draw a line be- 
tween the rights and duties, which 
arise from the social relations; 
but these are too often put at vari- 
ance in practice. Our Creator, 
by forming us what we-are, and 
locating us as he did, established 
the social relations. Even nature 
itself eften teaches us, what con- 
duct and feelings are suited to the 
relations we sustain. Where na- 
ture leaves us in doubt, the word 
of God comes in, «nd supplies eve- 
ry deficiency. God has made us 
mutually de ‘pende nt on each oth- 
er, and therefore bound to each 
other by the strongest obligations. 
Among our puritan fathers, the 
social state was pecufiarly hoppy. 
Rach individual knew his rights, 
and claimed no more; he knew 
his duty, and rendered nothing less. 

But, if I mistake not, the Arner- 
ican revolution, notwithstanding 
the immense benefits it has con- 
ferred on our country and on the 
world, has had a collateral effect 
on the social relations unfriendly 
to morals, order and peace. These 
evilsappear to have increased 
among us, with a rapidity which 


cannot be altogether ascribed to 
our great prosperity and abund- 
ance. A spiritof indifference and 
insubordivation has gone forth, 
which has already done much evil, 
and portends more. Because we 
have become independent of Brit- 
ain, and now govern ourselves, we 
have too often felt as if we were 
emancipated from every bond, aud 
were rightfully subject to no re- 
straint. 

How far should the child bed 
pendent on the parent, aud how 
far may he assert hi 
While he is dependent for his food 
and raiment, for daily care 


independe nee? 


md 
prot ction, for know ledg e.nd good 
hibits, for the foundation oi all 
that shall render him c pable of 
happiness in future life, let him be 
in subjection in all things lawtul. 
The parent cannot righttully com- 
mand, contrary to the express com- 
mand of God, any more than a civ- 
il ruler. If he should, the child 
may respectfully remonstrate ; and 
li extreme cases, may refuse com- 
pliance. But thisis a right which 
the child should use with the great- 
est caution. With this single ex- 
ception, it isthe solemn ordinance 
of Jehovah, that children should 
honor and obey their parents. But 
it is evident that disobedience to 
parents is alarmingly prevalent. 
It is far more so, since the inde- 
pendence of the country was 
achieved, and has been incre sing 
from that time to the present. 
The same effect is manifest in the 
conduct of servents, and in the dis- 
respect which is shown to the aged 
in general. Young men and chil- 
dren have so long been charmed 
with the sound of liberty and equal- 
ity; and | may add, they hove so 
long been unguided and unre- 
strained in many instances, that 
they spurn the control of their nat- 


ural guardians, and claim a right 
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to govern their own conduct. The 
eye often mocketh ut its father, and 
scorneth to obey its mother. ‘The 
servant is often greater than his 
muster. The child behaveth him- 
self proudly against the ancient, 
aud scarcely thinks of rising up 
before the hoary head. How ma- 
ny hoary heads have been brought 
down with sorrow to the grave, by 
the ungrateful and disobedient con- 
duct of children. How many fa- 
thers, who fought for the liberties 
of their children, h«ve seen those 
children rise up in rebetlion against 
themselves; and have felt their 
wicked conduct piercing their own 
bosoms as with a sword. Had 
they foreseen this in the day of bat- 
tle, their arms would have been 
unnerved, and the weapons of war 
would have fallen powerless from 
their hands. The spirit of our 


young men, and even of young 
children, is that of self-safficiency 
and aspiring independence. They 


hate control. ‘They are in haste 
to be free, from what they deem 
the hard bondage of parental au- 
thority ; and to assert in all things 
their contempt of every thing like 
bondage. Family government is 
generally slackened, and the disci- 
pline of schools las become far 
nore difficult. Our youth are the 
hope of their parents, aud of their 
country. But if such isthe tender 
shoot, just spfinging from the 
earth, what will be the full grown 
oak 7 

In the marriage relation, the 
word of God requires one heart, 
one interest, one mind, and perpet- 
ual, mutual fidelity, with a limited 
subjection on the part of the wife. 
But have not the bonds of the 
marriage covenant become, in 
many places, a thing held in light 
estimation { Are not discord, con- 
tentions and separations much 
more prevalent than formerly? 
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Are not the virtues of connubial 
life undervalued, and the relation 
itself often made a curse instead of 
a blessing ? 

What is the unerring rule be- 
tween neighbours? The divine 
law requires, that a man sh’ ll not 
be a burden to his fellows; but 
should provide for himself and his 
household. Put exch should love 
his neighbours as himself; and 
practically regard their feelings, 
interest, reputation as his own. 
But where are the sociability, the 
friendship, the fidelity, the ¢harity 
and fellow-feeling of former times ¢ 
Whence come the dist:nce. the 
cold neglect, the overreaching, the 
frand, the litigation, the slander, 
the contention of the present diy ? 
Even in the Chorch, Chri tians 
do not love the brotherhood. 
Where is that unity of sentiment 
and feeling, that drinking into one 
spirit, which characterized onr fa- 
thers? Ah, they were brethren in 
sufferings and dangers, fleeing 
from persecution, pilgrims and 
strangers on earth, Cestitute, af- 
flicted, tormented. We are full; 
we have all and abound. Thre- 
fore we slight our divine Benefac- 
tor, and are alienated from our 
brethren and his children. 

4. In no sense whatever, can 
men be rightfully independent of 
God. In Him we live, and move, 
and have our being. To Him we 
are accountoble for every talent, 
and every blessing. He has a 
right in ‘us which He cannot alien- 
ate, withovt deserting the throne 
of the universe. We are under 
obligations which cannot be can- 
celled, to know his will, to believe 
his word, to obey. reverence, serve 
and worship Him. But men ai- 
tempt to be independent of their 
Maker, and say unto the Almighty, 
Depart from us. They say, Our 
lips are our own, who is lord over 
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us? Of this branch of wickedness, 
as well as others we have named, 
human laws do not, and ought not 
to take cognizance, except so far 
as it tends to the injury of society. 
Thic unhallowed mdependence ap- 
pears in regard to his institutions. 
Some of these have been already 
named, Others relate more di- 
rectly to himsei’. 
“ HavVE 1 COME To THIS?” 

How painful must be the reflec- 
tion of a young mn, who has en- 
joyed the privileges of society, mor- 
al instructions, and faithful admo- 
nition, to find himself arrested in 
his wicked career by the arm of 
justice, and about to receive the 
penalty of the law for his crimes, 
while comparing his past advanta- 
ges with his present circumst»n- 
ces. Indeed he may say, “ fave 
I come to this ?” 

This is not altogether an imag- 
inary case. It so happened that 
the writer of this was present when 
several convicts arrived at one of 
our State Penitentiaries.— Among 
the nimber was a young man, of 
about the age of 24 years, of good 
appearance, and well dressed. On 
going into the prison he involun- 
tarnly exclaimed, “ Have I come to 
this ?”’ Alas! too late to avoid the 
punishment justly due him for his 
crimes. — What instructions such 
a scene, and such language are 
calculated to afford to the youth. 
And to a parent who possesses a 
deep interest in the welfare of a 
son just entering upon the scenes 
of active life: who knows the evil 
propensities of the m*tural heart, 
and the exposedness of youth to the 
snares of the world, a scene like 
this must occasion a degree of anx- 
ious solicitude, Jest on some future 
diy hemy have occasion to hear 
from that son the melancholy re- 
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flection, ‘‘Have I come to this?” — 
N.Y. Rep. 
—<j>— 
From the Boston Recorder and Telegraph. 
“THEIR ANGELS.” 

Messrs. Editors—in your paper 
of Oct. 5, “ X.” gives an answer to 
‘“W.” on the question, What are 
we to understind by the phrase, 
“ther angels,’ Matt. xviii. 10— 
and he says, “1! am inclined to 
think that the text teaches the con- 
soling doctrine, ‘ that the departed 
spirits of very young children are 
received into the blissful presence 
of God.” 

Now I must think thet “X.” and 
his Author Mr. Bradford have whol- 
ly mistaken the text. I believe, 
that godly parents, who devote their 
children to God, and pray for their 
salvation, have rea-on to hope, 
when they are taken from them in 
infancy, that God will remember 
his gracious covenant, and give 
them a place in his kingdom. 

And | know that there are many 
ungodly parents, that console them- 
selves with the hope, when their 
children are taken from them, that 
they are happy in heaven; though 
they never gave them to God, or of- 
fered one prayer for their salvation. 
But what is the relation, in which 
such people stand to a holy God? 
What right. have they to any cove- 
nant blessing? Surely they ought 
to fear and tremble, lest God should 
vi-it their iniquities upon their chil- 
dren; and exclude both from all 
the ble-sings of his kingdom. 

In reply to the Question, What 
are we to understand by their an- 
gels? it should be remembered, 
that the disciples had been disput- 
ing, and came to Christ inquiring, 
‘Whois the greatest in the king- 
dom of heaven?” In reply, and to 
teach them humility, Christ called 
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a little child unto him, and set him 
in the midst of them, and said, Ver- 
ily I say unto you, except ye be 
converted, and become as little 
children, ye shall not enter into 
the kingdom of heaven. Whosc- 
ever therefore shall humble him- 
selfas this little child, the same is 
greatest in the kingdom of heaven.” 
Christ then points out the happy 
consequences of receiving such lit- 
tle children in his nume; and the 
dreadful consequences of offending 
them. He then states the reasons 
why Christians, but especially his 
ministers, should not despise one 
of them. 1. He says, That in 
heaven their angels do always be- 
hold the face of his Father. 2. 
That the Son of men is come to 
save that which was last. Verses 
10, il. 

Evidently the design of Christ 
was to reprove the disciples for in- 
dulging an ambitious spirit, and to 
teach them, and all his ministers, 
to condescend to the least of those, 
that believe in him, and not des- 
pise one of them. 

Ifthe terms Little child, and lit- 
tle ones are all to be taken as mean- 
ing young children, then it should 
be remembered,that the little child, 
which Christ called to him, was 
able to come of his own accord, 
and was a real believer; as were 
the little ones mentioned verses 6 
and 10. The pass ge will then 
teach us, that there were some 
young children, who believed in 
Christ in the days of his humilia- 
tion; and there may be some of 
the same description now ; and that 
gospel ministers, and established 
Christians should be careful not to 
despise or neglect them. 

But I apprehend the terms little 
child and little ones,should not all be 
considered #8 meaning very young 
children. The child that was call- 
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ed to Christ was young, yet listen” 
ed to his instructions, obeyed him, 
when called, and was a pattern of 
humility. The apostle: were re- 
quired to be converted from their 
ambitious schemes, and become 
humble like this child and others 
of the same spirit. All that were 
converted and became humble like 
this child, were to be great in the 
kingdom of Ged. And whoso re- 
ceived such a person, who hid been 
thus converted, and possessed this 
humbie child-like spirit in the name 
of Christ, or as one of his disciples, 
received him. But whos should 
offend one, of these, which did be- 
lieve in Christ, must suffer the 
painful consequence. Take heed 
then, saith Christ to his disciples, 
who had been disputing for pre- 
eminence in heaven; that ye des- 
pise not one of these little ones, 
who hes been converted and be- 
come humble and teachable, like 
the child which I have set in the 
midst of you. For however they 
may be despised of men, their an- 
gels, who are appointed to minis- 
ter unto them in their humble sit- 
uation, and who cheertully attend 
to this duty, do in heaven always 
behold the face of my Father. And 
even the Son of man has left the 
heavenly world, and appeared on 
earth, to save such humble believ- 
ers from their lost and wretched 
state. Look at the example-of an- 
gels and of their Lord, and see that 
you do not despise and neglect 
those, on whom angels wait, and 
whom their Lord has redeemed 

If the exposition given above be 
correct, then the passage deter- 
imines nothing about the future state 
of children, except they believe in 
Christ. But it does teech, that 
young children have believed in 
him, and that they may do it again 
That all, who ever get to heaven 
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must be divested of ambitious 
views, and be humble as little chil- 
dren; that ministers and older 
Christians should not despise, or 
cause to fall, weak and humble be- 
lievers ; and that angels are minis- 
tering spirits, sent forth to minister 
unto those who are heirs of salva- 
tion. gE — 7 
OBITUARY. 

Died, in Carlisle, Ms. on Monday 
evening, the 5th inst. the Rev. Paun 
Lircurie.p, aged75. He was pas- 
tor of the church in that place 46 
years, and was much devoted to the 
work of the ministry. His qualifi- 
cations for the office were very re- 
spectable. His mind was clear, 
strong, and discriminating ; his man- 
ner grave and solemn. He cher- 
ished a deep sense of eternal things, 
and appeared very uniformly to live 
and act under their influence. He 
was a man of decision and firmness, 
and of sound judgment. In his min- 
istrations, he exhibited the peculiar 
doctrines of the Bible with clearness 
and force, and ably defended the 
truth. In revivals of religion, he 
took a lively interest. The prosper- 
ity of Zion was dear to his heart, 
and he engaged in the efforts of the 
day, to spread the gospel through 
the earth. To the Massachusetts 
Missionary Society, he bequeathed 
a generous legacy. He was kind 
end affectionate in his family, and 
hospitable to his brethren and 
friends. Many were gratified in 
calling to see him, and enjoy his so 
ciety. In his last sickness, which 
was short, he was favoured with 
peace with God, through the merits 
ofthe great Redeemer. Blessed are 


the dead who die in the Kord 
& Tel. 


—Re c. 


ORDINATI@NS AND INSTALLATIONS, 


1827. October 17th, Installed Rev. 


Esenezer Brown, as Pastor of the 
Ist Cong. Church in Prescott, Ms. 
Sermon by Rev. J. Crosby of Enfield. 


1827. Nov. Ist, Installed Rev. 
Joun M. Purnam, as Pastor of the 
Cong. Church in Epsom, N. H. Ser- 
mon by Rev. Rufus A. Putnam of 
Fitchbury, Ms. 


1827. Nov. 7th, Installed Rev. 
Evisan Demonn, as Pastor of the 
Cong. Church in Lincoln, Me. Ser- 
mon by Rev. Dr. Collman of Dor- 
chester, Ms. 

1827. Nov. 2lst, Ordained Rev. 
Joun A. ALBRoO, over the 2d C ong. 
Society in Chelmsford, Ms. Sermon 


by Rev. Mr. Withington of New- 
bury. 


1827. Nov. 2list, Ordained Rey. 
Ezra Scoven, as Pastor of the 
Cong. Church in Pittsfield, N. H. 
Sermon By Rev. Mr. Barton of Con- 
cord, from Deut. xxx. 19. 


1827. Nov. 2ist, Installed Rev. 
Tuomas Tracy, over the Unitarian 
Society in Saco, Me. 

18 7 Nov. 22d, Installed Rey. 
Jay H. Fatrcnatxp, as Pastor of the 
Ev. en. Church in South Baston, 
Ms. Sermon by Rev. Mr. Storrs of 
Braintree, from Isaiah bxii. 10. 

1827. Noy. 22d, Ordained in 
Taunton Ms. by the Association of 
Taunton and vicinity, Rev. Joserx 
H. Parrick, as an Evangelist. Ser- 
mon by Rev. Alvan Cobb of Taunton. 

1827. Dec. 5th, Ordained Rey. 
Dantetn Campspetn, as Pastor of 
the Union Church in Kennebunk, 
Me. Sermon by Rev. Mr. Camp- 
bell of South Berwick. 

1827. Dec. 5th, Ordained at North 
Wrentham, Ms. by Mendon Associ- 
ation, Rev. Tyrer THacuer, as an 
Evangelist. Sérmon by Rev. Otis 
Thompson of Rehoboth, from 2 Tim. 
iu. 10, 

1827. Dec. 26th, Installed Rev 
Preston Cummines, as Pastor of 
the Ist Con. Charch in Dighton, Ms. 


Sermon by Rev Calvin Park, D. D 
from Deuteron. xxix. 29. 





POETRY. 
- 8@O-~ 
FROM THE N. E. INQUIRER. 
THE MISSIONARIES. 


The deed was done :—between the earth and heaven 
“Tur Man or Sorrows,” by his foes was hung; 

The precious ransom, for a world was given: 

“Good will to men,” through heaven’s his gh arches rung ; 
The bands of death were sever’d; and the grave, 
Where he, who died with morderers, repos’d, 

Burst all its bars, to God its treasure gave ;— 

’T was thus, Redemption’s wondrous drama closed. 


70,” said the God-man to the humble few; 


The witnesses of His victorious grace,— 
“The keys of death and hell I give to you; 
“Go loose from Satan’s chain man’s ruin’d race, 
“Proclaim to all the world the ransom given, 
“Say to the rebel race, Repent—Believe, 

“ Accept the message and be heirs of heaven ;— 
“ Reject it—and the second death receive.” 


So now, in these last days, tue Prrvce or Peace, 
The King of Saints, his heralds sends abroad ; 

“The time is come—let Satan’s empire cease 

“On earth—bid rebels new return to God.” 

Go—say to Ethiopia's sons—“ arise— 

“Stretch forth your hands to God m humble prayer,” 
Bid the poor captive hush his piteous cries ; 

With mercy’s beam dry up the mourner’s tear. 


Go to the regions of the icy north ; 

To bleak Siberia’s plains—to Greenland’s waste, 
There let the gospel’s gladd’ning sound go forth ; 
“ Give up your idols—take the promis’d rest.’ 

Go where Caffraria’s hordes in darkness roam ; 
Call ‘to the islands of the Southern Seas; 

Say to the nations, “ Keep not back, but come”- 

“ A Saviour’s love accept—his vengeance flee.” 


Bid the wild Hindoo cast his gods of gold 

To moles and bats—those gods can never save, 
Nor all his cruelties and crimes, untold, 

Be washed away in Ganges sacred wave.— 
“Bring home my chosen sons from every clime ; 
“My daughters, from the earth’s remotest end ; 
“Mine shall they be beyond ‘the bounds of time, 
“ And I their Saviour—I their Heavenuy FParenp.’ 








